
A "Seat Tax" for Every Chair Occupied at a Public Restauranti

Special Taxes Proposed or8 Household Servants? Extmva-
i gmf Furs and Clothes<, Banquets and Ostentatious Display
TO all thinking person? it is apparent

that the extravagauce of modern
State and city government means

more and more taxation. Expensive State
highways, miles upon miles of asphalt,
and electric lighted city streets, more and
more expensive police and fire and health
departments, nurses for the school chil¬
dren. etc..all these and other luxuries
which our grandfathers never dreamed of.
must be paid for. And the thieving and
incompetent politician:; and public offi¬
cials must be supported.
Where is the money to come from?Xot from the poor, hcivuse they haven'tit to pay. It must come from the rich.

perhaps partly as a tax on their luxuries.
Shall we, in the very near future, see

rich men paying an aniiml tax upon the
jewels.tiaras, necklaces of pearls. e.v-
rings, rings and bracelet* which bedecktheir wive?? Shall w< find men paying
a personal tax on the sumptuous gowns
worn by their wives and daughters, their
exquisitely fitting shoes, their gloves,their marvellously matched sables, even
their diaphanous and altogether delect¬
able lingerie?

Shall we presently find ourselves in an
era when men will be taxed to \ ay theirshare of the expenses of government, ac¬
cording to their expenditure for osten¬
tatious display and all the luxuries that
go to sybarite comfort? Shall we witness
men paying taxes on their expensive ser¬
vants. their ^.iefs-..V.lth princely sala¬
ries, their 'iio!*ses, their pleasures at.clubs, their consumption of wines andcigars? Shall we find a tax system in
operation which will reap revenue fromthe boudoirs of leader.; of fashion.a sys¬tem whereby ihc State will profit uponthe expenditure of money on the a'ts andartifices of beauty, .-.hereby cosmetics,perfumes and all toil* t accessories usedin the embellishment of feminine loveli¬
ness will be taxed?

Startling as this may :-'-e:n. the systemsuggest- (1
_

is not an improbability.Aroused by the evils of the present sys¬tem of taxation of personal property, andthe unfairness of ta> distribution, tnnnyleading hi-.vyer* and economists hav-«raised th" questions- What new systemof taxation will remove the burden fromthe n.aii of b n-'iness who invents his earn¬ings :!i r-ommerclal »"olr>;iniont? Whatschen of taxation can be arranged whichwill i; .u'.is, t (sines* enterprise?Hy pifii of apportionmentthan Ui< one can the expenses of
governmei. placed upon those who ex¬
pend weal': -. no roi'.' . five results losociety as ag i nsl those who invest their
money .11! i. s< !o Increase tiift
a?g*et'at-- v.'< (>. rnutiit> ? I'n-der t.h. .reset;! >. of personal tax¬ation buriness i: '¦.n hindered by the
assessment pla :: mote \ inv-sted.With a tax assessment of ^ per cent, a
man receiving .» pei cent on an invest¬
ment in-jst j,a 01. :..\e^ prnr-tleallyajie-iialf of !:.. hi < On the etherhand, on tin s ;i.-ti fu <. <' change-- ofresidence, the .dl!ion;:;vr with .» half-dozen large estates, often manages toevade hi? iaxe Ho-.v . ..n this m.'nstic"be remodi' i'.'

Taxation of L\ \X ¦. I \
and Ostentatious Display.
One of i4 . i. . rs i. r ta* re¬form is that suggest* Vl< loir Mora*

wets:, a celeb rat -d >¦ York la «vet. v ho
advocates tha» m» : : t d < «<¦. t.i.u to
their annual expf t er-onal
comfort, plr-asure <. nation? (lip-
play. Mr. Morawt-!r. r.:;. n-- that a u an
should be la on i." of moi'i \
spent unproductive!;. a.-.u th< labor em¬
ployed likewise for il enjoyment
on the rate o? his i .. n g. lie number of
his servants. This would be a tax not
on money invested or savings. but simply
6a money spent with no result, save the
JO

gratification of personal appetlteF, luxu-
rious comfort and that found in the trim¬
mings of vanity and fsipliion.
"The morn u man spends in display," de¬

clared Mr. Morawetz. "the more labor is
employed solely for his gratification and
therefore, so far as society is concerned,
unproductively. Take one man with an
income of SIOO.QOO a year who spends it
entirely for his personal comfort.in his
household, servants, food, ote. At the end
of the year the money is consumed; the
labor employed has yielded no produc t.
On the other hand, the man who invests
this money, living moderately. contributes
to the country's development.the con¬
struction of railways, new industries, new
machinery, the building of house?, and
permanent personal property. Tho man
who does not spend a large income in
comfort and ostentatious display does not
waste and consume productive labor, but
adds to tiie aggregate wealth of the com¬
munity in which he lives. Money as well
as labor should be employed to produce
more wealth.

Remove Burden
from Poor to the Rich.
"That the expenditures of the rich for

luxury or display benefit the masses by
furnishing employment and by causing
wealth to circulate is a fallacy, for the
servants of the rich and those who pro-duco luxuries for their consumption or
otherwise minister to their pleasure,
as well as tho idle rich themselves,
must be supported by tho labor ofthe rest of tho community. Taxation
of tho unproductive consumption ofwealth would be sounder than taxation offortunes or incomes merely on account of
their size without regard to their source
or their use. The plan 1 propose would1)0 to impose a personal tax based on tho
value of a man's dwelling. We may sis-
sume that a man who lives in a $100,000dwelling spends ten times as much as a
-man who lives in a 510,000 dwelling. 1
would exempt from taxation all whosedwelling is less than $15,000."

In order to obviate tax dodging, Mr.
Morawetz says this tax should bo imposed
upon every person occupying a dwellingin the city, whether his legal residencebe there or elsewhere. Those who livein the city only part of the year should
pay a proportionate tax. This would de¬
pend on whether an ov/nor or lessee keeps
a house or apartment during the entire
year or not: if he maintains the place,
open or closed, he should be taxed for the
entire year. It hough lie close the dwell¬
ing and be absent a greater part of the
ttlP.Q.

Mr. Morawetz ha° suggested a plan of
apportioning taxation according to the
value of a man's dwelling and his num¬
ber of servants. Taking Mr. Morawetz':3
theory, others would go further and base
n man's taxes on all the details that con¬tribute to the gratification of the
wealthy. Such a tax would cover all
tlie Items or exorbitant luxury.from the
os-t of a chef to the annual biil for

cigars; from th^ clothes and jewelswi 1: which the millionaire's wife be¬
decks her.-eif at the opera to banquetsand tho flowers for his da f ilter's wed-
diiii from t he gold-laced foot man of im¬
perturbable mien at Ids door to ttbair
ne oce ipb In a gilded lobster palace.Why should tlmre ho no r.uch tax? llwould manifestly exact tribute from
when* ribute is due, would it not? For
why -Li, ,;d not Dives pay for the pie-tlior'c o!!M>ntn'< 'Oil, the magnificence, the1 vi r if; and I lie sated pleasures"f the t'llde deniru Hie modern l.azarus
<<. exploited labor?

Taxation, according 'o those advocat¬
or; ti.o now reform, iihe charity, xiumlrtbegin at home. A»iilo fioin the regulartax or. real estate, tlie new pergonal 'axwould i over a!) tho settings that stagewealth. While, on the one hand, the

modest home of the producing laborei^-
witli his few pictures, parlor rug, enam¬
elled beds and meagre comforts.would
be free, on the other, the ornate furnish¬
ings of the rich man would yield an an¬
nual income to the Government.

^On the $ld,noo rug from Persia in ITis
library, the silken-soft carpets and hang¬ings throughout, his house; on the goldenbrocaded furniture in his drawing room,the spacious-, yielding chairs of luxurious
ease in his den; on the priceless Gobelin
tapestries, the paintings of Millet and
Oorot. the treasured antiques.even tothe wall paper from Japan, the mural
decorations and glittering chandeliers.
the rich man would pay annually a tax of
12 per cent. For, say the economists,
money thus spent ceases to earn wealth
and employ labor. Why not tax it so
long as the rich man enjoys the product?Art treasures bought for the publicbeneilt would, of course, be exempt from
tax. Hut the millionaire who garners
world treasures in his own gallerj*, such
as Senator Clark, of Montana, would be
taxed on the purchase price cf each
painting. If he buys a Rembrandt, for
SI00.000 he would pay a tnx annually of
$2,000 for the pleasure of exhibiting and
gazing upon this cherished treasure. For
the esthetic joy derived by him and his
plethoric friends after dinner in' an
evening, while they smoke rich, velvet
Havanas and the owner extols his pos¬session and tells how he came by it. the
Government would reap a fair income.
John Rockefeller, for instance, tinder

the now plan would pay an annual tax
upon the $75,000 Venus which he recent¬
ly bought to adorn the pergola on his
estate at Pocantico Mills, X. Y. J. Pier-
pont Morgan would pay a tax upon the
rare manuscripts in his possession.Nothing would escape-

Tribute to Caesar on
the 'Prize Clief.
Not the least important item of such

taxation would he on the servants em¬
ployed. For that impeccable chef, that
wizard of the kitchen, that Edison of
the culinary science, that treasure found
in Paris and exported to the United
States, the rich man would, pay a tux.
Say tiie chef receives a salary of $15,000,the man who enjoys those palate-teasing
sauces, those exquisite entrees and per¬fectly roasted not too "high" birds would
pay the Government $.'i.0i)0 annually, tie
would pay a tax also on the food lav¬
ishly served and prodigally wasted; on
his collar of wines, his picked cigars.
Such a lax. it is suggested, would be reg¬
ulated much as the Federal tax on liquorand tobacco; that is, by the use of
stamps.

This lux would cover all the servants
and would be based on the salaries paid
each. For the obsequtous butler.paid
according to his manners.and the foot-
iubii bedecked in gold lace a tax wouiti
be paid. This; would apply to the valot,
the grooms and coachmen. It would ex¬
tend to the rich man's horses, carriagesand stable.*.
Horses would not. bo the only animals

on which tax would be gathered, how¬
ever. On tho pri/.o-v« inning Pommoran-
ian owned by hi?, wife, worth, lei us say.§m,000, tho rich man would pay an an¬
nual tax of There would be a tax
also on the nristrociatic angora, golden
in bun, purring contentedly in mndamo's
boudoir.

All that gratifies the vanity of the
woman of wealth would yield a rich in¬
come to tjie Government. On an aver-
ant a rich woman possesses from twen¬
ty to thirtj' evening gowns, each worthprobably from $1,500 to ft,300, and oneach a tax of 2 per cent of the cost
would bo assessed. She will have, in all
likelihood, a hundred pairs of alioes, es¬
pecially made, matching her dresses,worth in all $2,500.those would be
taxed. Sho would bo assessed for the
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TJic Butler, tfoc
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man and F.ach D03 to

Pay a Snectal
"Luxury Tax."

dozen or more
corsetr. used
cavh your; on

c!l 1 lie* lnc.03
and fancy fur-

below- \hat enhance her appearance; 011

lior handkerchiefs, glover. and diaphanous.
delettaKe lingerie- Nor would the raro
nnssia:i rubles that protect her from
the rude winds of Winter be exempt;
on the contrary, she would b-* assessed
for all 'lie beauty and warmth those
costly III!: :i forded.
The laiiitcy spent 0:1 jo weir. censes to

earn and increase. The labor expended
In selecting uoins through periods of
years, and :iii Mio skill of jewel- artificers
is lost ai'to: i!i.-« woman -of wealth has
secured them for purposes or' display.
Year by y a; say the tax reformers,
these should yMd ;m income 11> the Gov¬
ernment. While the shop gi»l might
wear her little fur collar without tf4xa-
iion. and the wife of the averouri* busi¬
ness man proudly wear her hall-dozen
rings, ,s'.:t with onu or two carat stones,
1 he rich woman won hi pay for*ihis priv¬
ilege of wealth. She may be distin¬
guished for a rare necklace of picked
pearls worth $00,000, emerald earrings
worth $10,000 to $25,000, a diamond tiara,
rings of rubies, diamonds, pearls, emer¬
ald.;, sapphires; indeed, in f,aln array,
she may glitter like a barbaric queen
with <be jewels of Ind. Poorer women
may nigh as she sit.; in a box at the
opera, nonchalantly fanning herself with
a fan oi osprey plumes. But once the
new taxation plan is in operation people
would realize that for this sciutlllunt
exhibition she contributes a Just lax to
the Government of society.this would
be a special "ostentation" tax.

Besides the Regular Personal Property Tax on the Value of Jewelry It Is Suggestedihat a Separate Tax be Imposed Each X'me Jcvwelry Is Worn in Public as an
"Ostentation" Tax.

Thou there might be a tax on flowers.
The weddings of lovely daughters would
often enrich the Government. There
could be a tax on that bridal robe of
immaculate satin and sheer tissue veil-
in-,: on the. bridal bouquet, the wedding
ring; on the Rowers flanking the aisles
of the church, the music, the equipages,
the breakfast. Inasmuch as all the
wares of luxurious Households would bo
taxed, the bewildering display of gifts
would be assessed. The blissful couple
would begin married life sharing in the
expenses of Government.
Nor would the rich man in the matter

of his wardrobe and apparel go free, lie
would pay a tax 011 his evening clothes,
pearl studs, cravats, waistcoats, fur
overcoats. The rost of maintaining a
yacht often reaches the sum of $75,000 a
year. Oil this he would pay $l,f>00 tax.
Should tie acquire a hydro-aeroplane.
the latest facl of Vincent Astor.he
would pay tribute to the Government for
i.iie thrill of scaling the heights of the
air.

It has been suggested that rich men
should pay for the hours spent in leisure
and ilie enjoyments derived. Why not.
compel tho clubman to pay a tax on his
annual dues as well as on his bills for
highballs and cigars?

Why Not a Chair Tax
in Lobster Palaces?
On all recreations, in some way or

oilier, the Government could exact its
fair tribute.on banquets, on champagneand food consumed; on teas, receptions,
musicales. Perhaps the boxes in tliea*
tros could justly be taxed, so that those
who sit. in elevated if not haughty in¬
difference above the others should paytribute for this privilege.

Wherever the rich man went, spending
money on the things that benefit him
alone, the arms of the Government might
follow. He would pay a tax on tho
horses entered at races and the tickets
to race courses- There might be a tax
on the tickets to Pullman compartments
and private cars, so that, although he
travels, he could not escape paying for
the privileges not enjoyed by the less
wealthy. While the poorer man would
be free of tax when he goes to an inex¬
pensive restaurant, a tax could be col¬
lected practically from every chair in
the gilded palace of lobster and wine
as well as the restaurants and cafes of
palatial hotels.
Whenever he sits down to have din¬

ner in a restaurant the rich man would
pay a tax for himself and guests.on
whatever they eat and drink. Dills o\er
a certain exempted sum woul*' bear a
tax stamp on a basis of two cents on thedollar. If his dinner cost him $10. the
diner would pay 20 cents tax. If he gave
a supper after the theatre to a bevy of
benutics he would pay a tax likewise.Thus, to entertain the most popularchorus beauties the young blade of so¬
ciety would pay a tithe to the Govern¬ment.
Would all this be unfair? Pleasure in¬dulged in to excess, the display ofwealth in all its phases would thus beartribute unto Caesar, the Government ofthe people. And meanwhile the earningand creating element of society wouldhave a great part of ihe present burdenremoved. Incentive would be placed up¬on enterprise and labor, and perhaps.who can tell?.the egregious and exces-Bivo luxury, vain ostentation and dissi¬pation of the idle rich would bo dis¬couraged.


